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STATE OF NEW JERSEY
DEPARTMENT OF LAW AND PUBLIC

SAFETY
DIVISION OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS
STATE BoARD OF DENTISTRY
narA ET No.

In the Matter of the Suspension
or Revocation of the Lïcense of

JONATHXN M. FRIEDMAN
, D.D.S.

Licensed to Practice Dentistry
in the State of New Jersey

Jersey State Board of

Dentistry (*Board*) upon the

Enforcement of Board Order

filing of a Notïce of Motion for

and Suspension of Lïcense by Deboreh

Foritzz Attorney General of New

Attorney Generai.

Certification of Joyce Browm
, D .A.G.; the Consent Order

Jersey, by Joyce Browm
, Deputy

the Motïon waS attached theIn suppcrt

entered

by

.Mmended Order entered on

Friedman and the Board on Decemhnr 1993) th
e Board's

1993: a letterDecember dated August

the Board surrendering his DEA

registration; a copy of a

Mxarch

the pharmacy loç with Mr . Viilante 's

prescription written by Dr
. Friecman on

1994; the patïent profile for David Villa
nte; a

signature for Rx #5249567N

ofcopy

(Percocet); and the Affidavit of

April 21# 1994. Th#se pleadings

to comply with the termm of the Consent Order filed

Gregory J. Keiser, D .M.D. datsd

alleged that Dr. Frieamnn failed

on x cember
22, 1993,9, 1993, as amended by the Order fïled o

n December

that Dr . Friedman wrote a prqscriptïon for P
ercocet dated March

26, 1993, from Dr. Frieiman

the NewThïs matter was opened to

Adminiatretive Action

ORDER



l4 , 1994 'for a patient
David Villante

notwithstandinç that he had no

prescription.

Keïser, Dr. Friedman 's

Further. ït was

authority to write luch

alleged that Dr . Grsgory

the dentistpractice partner and

designatêd
Dr. Frim'mAn purguant

to the Board 's Orderg
, was not presont in thl office on March 14

,

1994 when Dr. Frinamnn treatad Mr
. Villanta and prescribBd the

Percocet.

to provide direct supervision to

identtfied aa

Dr. Friedman did not file an ans
wer to the Motïon

, but
he submïtted to the Board

Esq., written reports from

Clinician of the NJDA

Frederick Rotgers
, Psy .D ., Staff

Chemical Dependency Program
w and

treating therapist.

Mark Glat,

Psy oD.e Dr. Frinaman's

A hearing on the matter was held 
on May 1994.

Deputy Attorney General

Attorney General, and Pamela Mandel
, Esq w appeared on behalf of

Dr. Friedman. D.A .G. Brown advised the Board that D
r. Frie.dmnn

wrote a prescription for Percocet for 
a patient on March

1994, despite the fact that pa
ragraph 5 of the Consent Crder

entered on Decmmhmr 1993 provided th
at Friedman could not

prescribe controlled dangerous substances and that he

subsequently surrendered DEA 
registration to the Board

pursuant to that condïtïon . The Board was advised further that

pursuant to the Consent Order Dr
. Friedman was permitted to

practïce dentistry during a probationar
y period under the diroct

supervision of a New Jersey licensed dentist and, pursuant to the$

Joyce Brown appeared on behel f of the

through hïs counsel
, Pamela Mandel

,
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def inB4 to mean that the

supervisix  dentist must >  physically present at all ti-
s whll.

Dr . Friedman was perf orming dental procedures 
. However,

according to the certif ication of Dr
. Gregory J. Keïser, Dr.

FriM - n ' * partner AM  auN rvislr/ dentist
, Dr. Keiglr vag Y t

presM t in the of f ice on M rch 14 . 1994 when Dr . FriM - n treate

the patient AKYZA prescrilm a Perm- m t .

Dr. FriM rnnn testif iod to the M ard on hd
.s own A alf .

He advised the Board that the dental treatment provided t
o

patient David Villante consisted of the extraction of i
mpacted

third molars on February 1994 . Thereaf ter, the patient and

the patient ' s mother ccmplaïned through telephone call
s to

Friedmar that Mr. Villante was in substr tial peln
, and the

rescription legend medication prescri> d by Dr
. Frkedman was notp

suf f icient to control the pain . By March 1994 e the pain was

so substantïal that Dr. Friedman felt that a scheduled 
narcotïc

was required for the patient . Dr. Friedman testified that he

attempted to reach Dr. Keiser through his beeper
, but Dr. Keiser

was out of range having attended an ouz-of-state convention
. He

advised the Board that he could not think of an alt
ernative to

prescribing the controlled dangerous substance for this patient

hïmself. He stated that he realized at the time that writing the

prescription would be a violation of the Order
, but he felt that

he was placing the patient 's welfare before his o
wn . Upon

questionïng by the Board mnm'nnrs
. Dr. Friedman admltted that he

did not think of referring the petïent beck to hi
s general

i r direct supervision wasor e ,
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speciallst and *further
, he d1d not report

this

Friedman also admitted that on anoth
er occasion he wrote an ordpr

for e controlled dangerous substan
ce for a patlent he treated in

+h> hospital. This incïdent wa
s rr t reportsd to the Rnxrd

either.

Incident to the Board or to hi1 
guperviaor Dr. Keiser . Dr.

dentist or to another

M  did rr t provide a
copy of the Consent Order to

not aware that

explained that the hours

direct supervision waa

Dr. Keisez so that Dr
. Keïser vas

Dr. FriedmYnrequïred.

the cffice by Dr . Kaiser and
him did not cverlap entirely resulting in approximately one and a

half days per week when Dr
. Friedman was in the office tr

eating
patients without the physical 

presence Dr. Keiser . Dr.
Friedman indicated to the Board th

at it would be more appropriate
for the nurses the offi

ce to provida a supervisory and

monitoring role since the nurses always were present the

office and wcrked more directly 
with hia during actual dental

treatment .

Spent

alao teatified thatDr. FrieZmnn

Keiser, D .M.D .. alsc provided testimony to

xatter . Dr . Keiser advised the Board that h
e

was not aware that he was supposed b
e providing dlrect

supervision to Dr. Frieaman
. In fact , he was not provided with a

copy of the Consent Order until after th
e incïdent concerning the

prescription for a patient came to li
ght and Dr. Keiser had a

conversation with D.A.G. Brown who subseq
uently provided him with

a copy of the Order. Dr . Keiser also testified that Dr
. Friedman

Gregcry

the Board in this
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prescription h. had writtan in hia

Rather. thïs information was learnma f
roœ o-  of t-

other employees in the offlce
. Dr .

in a po*ïtion to

e œ t u w

their business

lituation wa* cauginç obvioul tnnoion Ana

Keiser atated that he was not

provide direct supervision to Dr
. Frimamxn and

gtr*gg in

relationship.

All of the dx umenta submitted b
y both counsel were

part of the record at the hearinç
. The Board also > rd

ïov e
closing arguments from both counsel

into executive session

and then resolved to

in order to deliberate on the matter
.

The Board finds that Dr
. Friedman has

of the Ccnsent Crder

failed to comply

flled with thewith two substentïve terms

Board on Dem>=her 9
, 1993, as amended by the Amended Order filed

on December 22, 1993 , in that he wrote a prescription f
or e

patient h1s office and an order fo
r a hospital patient for

controlled dangerous substances despïte the fact that he has no

euthority to write oontrolled dangerous 
substance prescriptions

by vlrtue of the terms of the Conse
nt Order and tlne surrender

hïs DEA registration . Further, Dr. FrieGman failed to inform D
r .

Keiser of h1s role as his supervisin
g dentist and, in fact

, Dr.

Friedman provided dental treatment th
e office at times when

Dr. Keïser was not physically prasent t
o provide supervfsion .

The Board was not convinced or 
persuaded by Dr.

Friedman 's assertion that he only a
cted out of concern for the

welfare of h1s patient
. The Board was impressed that Dr

.

Friedman failed to report the incide
nt either to his supervising

made a

absence.

about thedid not advise hïm
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dentlst or to the Board
eppeared to the Boamd

that

is

and

durinç th* course of h4*

Dr. Friedman has failed to

required with the terms

that appropriate disclosures need t
o be

recognïze that gtrict compliance

and condïtions of the Board's Ord
et

made to other persons

dental practice xhnut thl rlgtrictïons
on his lïcense.

directly . It also

besis for

agalnst Dr. Friedman in light of his 
admltted

failure to comply with the Board'
s Order. That Order permltted

Dr. Friedman to remain in practic
e only so long as he complied

with the terms and condltlons pla
ced on hïs licensure so that the

Board could be assured that his 
patients would be treated safeiy

and that any lapse Dr
. Friedman 's conduct would be repo

rted
immedlately to the Board

. The Board finds it necessary to i
mpose

sanctions this matter
. and the Board further finds that

view of these incidents it is 
necessary to modify the terms

the prior Orders . Therefore
, accordance with the Board 's

findings herein and go
od cause shown

,

IN THIS DAY OF SeG eu
-  

1994,IS

HEREBY ORDERZD THAT:

Dr . Friedman ' s license to practice d
entistry in the

State of New Jersey shall be and h
ereby is actively suspended for

a period of thirty (30) days effectïve fo
urteen days from

the entry date of this Order
. Dr. Friedman shall derive no '

finnnmial remuneration directl
y or indirectly related to patient

fees paid for dental serzices 
rendered during the period

ordering sanctions

finds there la aAccordingly
, the Board





call to Agnes Clarkee Director of

week when he has not been

provided to the NJDA

samples durinç the immmdiately

Dr. FrieaA-n shall advise Agnea Clarke

precedinç seven days . Further.

immeaiately in the event

he is notified

test will

by the Chemical x > - y Proçram that a urin
e

not be made for a period of seven

including, but not limited

days or lonçer
for any reason whatsoever

vacations, office
tOz

closures , or illness .

Dr. Frïedman shall pay the costa to th
e State for

the

for the hearing held on May

statement of the total costs

investigation leading to the motio
n filed with the Board and

1994. Upon receipt of a

from Agnes Clarke
e Executive

Director of

check or

within ten (10) days of his

the Board, Dr. Friedman shall submât a certifïed

money order to the Board in full payment of the costs

receipt of such stateaent.

All other terms and

December

condltlons of the Consent

tNe Nmended Order enteredOrder entered on

on Decexhmr 22, 1993, which are not

1993 and

inconsistent with the withïn

Order shell contïnue in full force and effect.

the Board, on the Monday of any

Y t in f actcalled by and or has

ChBmical Dependency Program two uri
ne

-,z' 
,, z,,sy , z, yzmy , , , ,

-  y ,M+,.u' 
,z. >z-  ,;,Lz: 7Z -

STEDHYN jANDIO, VICE PRESIDENTBO7=QD OF' DENTISTRY
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